THE KIRK OF SCOTLAND
had always been a selfish struggle, a struggle for its
own dominion, for its rents, and its monopoly of
salvation ? Because its birth had been hatred of Rome,
its youth had been hatred of Episcopacy, and now in
its maturity there was no room for charity ? Because
of the verse from Timothy with which it buttressed
the answer to the seventy-fourth question in the
Catechism: ' If any provide not for his own, and
specially for those of his own house, he hath denied
the faith, and is worse than an infidel * ? For by a
krge interpretation of this text the poor men of
Sutherland and the poor men of the slums, being
guilty of poverty and having failed to provide for
their own, were worse than infidels, and so beyond
the interest or the care of the Kirk. The Kirk was
now somewhat prone to confuse prosperity with
virtue: an identification it ingeniously strengthened
by the example of Joseph, who had virtuously
* gathered up all the money that was found in the
land of Egypt/
But the Kirk performed its duty according to its
lights: it taught children the meaning of Effectual
Calling and the difference between Justification,
Adoption, and Sanctification. It taught their elders
that among the sins forbidden by the Seventh Com-
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